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1 	 | 	 INTRODUCTION
The	world	beyond	the	human	has	always	been	of	concern	to	geographical	study.	The	environments,	 landscapes,	and	
worlds	that	humans	live	in,	create,	and	navigate	are	the	very	basis	of	geographical	thought.	Against	this	backdrop,	non-	





Received:	1	April	2021	 |	 Revised:	14	June	2021	 |	 Accepted:	29	June	2021
DOI:	10.1002/geo2.101		
O P E N  C O L L E C T I O N
Introduction to the urban ecologies open collection: 
A call for contributions on methods, ethics, and design 
in geographical research with urban animals
Catherine Oliver1  |   Shruti Ragavan2,3  |   Jonathon Turnbull1  |   





























pers	 for	 this	 Open	 Collection	 across	 three	 themes:	 (1)	 methods;	 (2)	 ethics	 and	
politics;	 and	 (3)	 planning	 and	 design.	 Specifically,	 we	 are	 interested	 in	 papers	
that	pose	questions	of	and	reflect	upon	emergent	 tensions	 in	 researching	with	
urban	 animals	 in	 each	 of	 these	 themes.	 This	 Open	 Collection	 aims	 to	 explore	
urban	space	beyond	the	human	lens	and	to	offer	new	modalities	and	frameworks	
for	geographical	research	with	urban	animals.	We	are	interested	in	papers	that	
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animal	geography,	more-	than-	human	methods,	urban	animals,	urban	justice,	urban	planning















































































for	example.	We	envision	these	contributions	to	 illustrate,	 through	rich	descriptions	and	critical	reflexivity	 in	flexible	
formats,	innovative	methodological	practice,	including	and	beyond	the	examples	listed	here.
3 	 | 	 ETHICS,  JUSTICE, AND THE RIGHT TO THE CITY
The	ethics	of	research	with	non-	human	animals	is	part	of	a	rich	history	of	thinking	with	sentient	(animal)	subjects	(see	
Hall,	2011,	on	the	distinctions	between	non-	human	natures	and	non-	human	animals).	Similarly,	there	is	an	established	












The	right	 to	 the	city	 is	not	a	solely	human	affair.	Urban	space	 is	made	and	re-	made	by	a	range	of	nonhuman	ac-
tors.	 Recent	 scholarship	 has	 begun	 to	 think	 through	 displacement,	 justice,	 and	 the	 right	 to	 the	 multispecies city,	 ac-
counting	for	animal	lives	in	urban	planning	and	development,	for	example	in	gentrification	(Hubbard	&	Brooks,	2021).	
Considering	the	multispecies	right	to	the	city	(Shingne,	2020)	engenders	novel	ethico-	political	challenges,	demanding	





















Emerging	 literature	 in	urban	ecologies	grapples	with	 the	contradictory	nature	of	ecological	urbanism,	with	urban	
animals	becoming	enlisted	 in	environmental	 remediation	 tactics	and	greening	narratives	 (Houston	et	al.,	2018).	 In	a	
V I D E O  1  Street	dogs	in	Delhi	showing	their	everyday	relations	of	care	and	affect	through	which	they	make	their	space	in	the	city	
Methods	GEO	SS.mp4
Video	content	can	be	viewed	at	https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/geo2.101
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ingly	 falls	under	 the	 techno-	managerialist	purview	of	urban	planning,	non-	human	animals	have	become	subjects	of,	
and	enrolled	within,	wider	political-	ecological	projects	that	seek	to	construct	smart,	green,	or	resilient	cities,	and	their	
V I D E O  2  Chickens	pecking	the	ground	searching	for	worms	Ethics	CO.mp4
Video	content	can	be	viewed	at	https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/geo2.101
V I D E O  3  Macaques	rethinking	urban	infrastructures	Video	GEO	AC.mp4
Video	content	can	be	viewed	at	https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/geo2.101
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